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0^ o 
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Sir: 

This is a brief for an appeal from an Office Action mailed November 17, 2005, made 
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This brief follows a Notice of Appeal mailed March 10, 2006. 
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I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest in this appeal is Nokia Corporation, a corporation organized 
under the laws of Finland. 

II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

There are no related appeals or interferences. 

III. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-10, 13-28 and 30 are pending in the application, and all claims are rejected. 
Claims 1 1 and 12 are cancelled. Claim 29 is cancelled in an amendment submitted along 
with this brief. The rejections to claims 1-10, 13-28 and 30 are being appealed. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

Applicant's last response was submitted on January 17, 2006, and was not entered. 
Applicant has submitted an amendment along with this appeal brief canceling claim 29 
pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 41.33(b)(1). 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

The present invention is directed to synchronization in a communications network. 
Independent claim 1 recites a frequency setting unit for a radio telecommunication network 
wherein base stations transmit an accurately set frequency derived from a reference signal. 
See page 3, lines 15-24. The frequency setting unit recited in claim 1 comprises a radio 
receiver for receiving signals at a first frequency from a first base station located in a first 
radio telecommunication network. See page 7, lines 12-17; Figure 2(61a, 62a). The 
frequency setting unit also comprises an analysis apparatus for analyzing the received signals 
to determine the first frequency of the first base station. See page 7, lines 23-25. The 
frequency setting unit of claim 1 further comprises a frequency setting apparatus. The 
frequency setting apparatus is responsive to the analysis apparatus and coupled to a second 
base station transmitting at a second frequency, which is located in a second radio 
telecommunication network. The frequency setting apparatus is for adjusting the second 
frequency with the aim of establishing a desired relationship between the second frequency 
and the first frequency. See page 7, lines 25-27. 
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Independent claim 17 recites a method for frequency setting in a wireless 
telecommunications network such that base stations transmit at an accurately set frequency 
derived from a reference signal. See page 3, line 29 — page 4, line 4. A first base station 
transmits signals at a first frequency, and a second base station in a different radio 
telecommunications network from the first base station transmits signals at a second 
frequency. The method recited in claim 17 comprises receiving signals in a radio receiver 
from the first base station, analyzing the received signals in an analysis apparatus to 
determine the first frequency, and adjusting the second frequency in a frequency setting unit 
responsive to the analysis apparatus and coupled to the second base station with the aim of 
establishing a desired relationship between the second frequency and the first frequency. See 
page 7, lines 24-27. 

Independent claim 20 recites an expansion card for a radio telecommunications 
network. The expansion card recited in claim 20 comprises a receiver for receiving signals 
from a first base station located in a first radio telecommunications network, an analysis 
apparatus for analyzing the received signals to determine a first frequency, and a frequency 
setting unit responsive to the analysis apparatus and coupled to a second base station, which 
is located in a second radio telecommunications network. See page 9, lines 29-32. The 
frequency setting unit of the expansion card recited in claim 20 is configured to adjust a 
second frequency with the aim of establishing a desired relationship between the second and 
the first frequency. 

Independent claim 22 recites a frequency setting unit for a radio telecommunications 
network. The frequency setting unit comprises means for receiving signals having a first 
frequency from a first base station located in a first radio telecommunications network. See 
page 7, lines 11-17 (the radio receiver of each base station controller (BSC) is located where 
it can receive radio transmissions from a base station that is under the control of a BSC that is 
higher in the hierarchy than the reference BSC). The frequency setting unit further comprises 
means for analyzing the received signals to determine the first frequency. See page 7, lines 
24-25 (signals are analyzed by analysis unit to determine their frequency). The frequency 
setting unit recited in claim 22 also comprises means for adjusting a second frequency with 
the aim of establishing a desired relationship between the second frequency and the first 
frequency. See page 7, lines 25-27 (the result from the analysis unit is used by the frequency 
setting unit to set the frequencies of the base stations). 
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Independent claim 23 recites a base station for a radio telecommunications network. 
The base station comprises a radio receiver for receiving signals having a first frequency 
from a reference base station located in a different radio telecommunication network, an 
analysis apparatus for analyzing the received signals to determine the first frequency, a 
frequency setting unit responsive to the analysis apparatus for adjusting a second frequency 
with the aim of establishing a desired relationship between the second frequency and the first 
frequency and for sending a clock-setting signals for a clock. See page 9, line 29-32. The 
base station recited in claim 23 also comprises a clock for providing a clock signal for the 
base station, the clock being set according to the clock-setting signal from the frequency 
setting unit. See page 7, lines 27-30. 

Independent claim 24 recites a network element for controlling base stations in a radio 
telecommunications network, wherein the base stations transmit at an accurately set 
frequency derived from a reference signal. See page 6, lines 7-10. The network elements 
comprises a radio receiver for receiving signals having a first frequency from a first reference 
base station located in a first radio telecommunications network, an analysis apparatus for 
analyzing the received signals to determine the first frequency, and a frequency setting unit 
responsive to the analysis apparatus and coupled to a second base station transmitting at a 
second frequency, which is located in a second radio telecommunications network. The 
frequency setting unit of the network element is for adjusting the second frequency with the 
aim of establishing a desired relationship between the second frequency and the first 
frequency. See page 7, lines 24-27. 

Independent claim 27 recites a synchronization unit for a radio telecommunications 
network wherein base stations transmit at an accurately set frequency derived from a 
reference signal. See page 7, lines 2-3. The synchronization unit comprises a radio receiver, 
an analysis apparatus, and a connection for coupling the synchronization unit to a frequency 
setting unit responsive of adjusting the frequency of a second base station, located in a second 
radio telecommunications network. See page 7, lines 5-8. 

Independent claim 30 recites a system of at least first and second radio 
telecommunications networks, wherein each base station transmits signals at an accurately set 
frequency derived from a reference signal. The system recited in claim 30 comprises a radio 
receiver, an analysis apparatus, and a frequency setting unit. See page 6, lines 1-19; Figure 2. 
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VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

Claims 1-5, 7-8, 10, 14-17 and 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
unpatentable over Soliman (U.S. Patent No. 6,671,291) in view of Bauchot et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,141,336). 

Claims 6 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Soliman in 
view of Bauchot in further view of Gass et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4,774,704). 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Soliman in view 
of Bauchot in further view of Toda et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,448,570). 

Claims 18 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Soliman 
in view of Bauchot in further view of Matsuno (U.S. Patent No. 5,613,21 1). 

Claims 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Soliman in 
view of Bauchot in further view of Lu et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,761,195). 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Soliman in view 
of Bauchot and Lu in further view of Matsuno. 

VII. ARGUMENT 

Rejection of claims 1-5, 7-8, 10, 14-17 and 28-30 under § 103 over Solimon in view of 
Bauchot 

Claim 1 

At section 8, on page 4 of the final Office Action of November 17, 2005, the Office 
rejects independent claim 1 as unpatentable over Soliman in view of Bauchot. The Office 
acknowledges that Soliman fails to disclose or suggest a second base station transmitting at a 
second frequency, located in a second radio telecommunications network, as recited in claim 
1, and relies on Bauchot for this teaching. However, Soliman and Bauchot, alone or in 
combination, fail to disclose or suggest all of the limitations recited in claim 1, because there 
is no motivation to combine the teachings of Soliman with the teachings of Bauchot. 
Therefore, the combination of Bauchot and Soliman to arrive at the limitations disclosed by 
claim 1 is the result of impermissible hindsight reasoning, and the Office has failed to show a 
prima facie case of obviousness. 

On page 2 of the Advisory Action of February 16, 2006 the Office asserts that it 
would be obvious to combine Soliman and Bauchot because "both references are directed to 
the same problem of synchronization." The Office inaccurately characterizes the teachings of 
Bauchot by asserting that Bauchot is directed to synchronizing timing between different 
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communication networks citing column 1, lines 9-14. Bauchot is not concerned with 
synchronizing timing between different networks, but instead provides a delay-oriented 
scheduling method using the arrival time of data cells to determine when each data cell must 
be transmitted. See Bauchot column 2, lines 55-60. Bauchot provides a "scheduler" that is 
responsible for scheduling traffic transmitted through the networks by deciding what time a 
cell will be given to the MAC Protocol Data Unit handler for the next transmission time 
period. See Bauchot column 5, lines 14-19. Bauchot focuses on allocating time slots in 
which mobile terminals are to transmit or receive, and has nothing to do with synchronizing 
the timing of different communication networks as asserted by the Office. Therefore, even if 
Bauchot discloses a second communications network, Bauchot actually teaches away from 
adjusting a second frequency of a second base station located in a second radio 
telecommunication network with the aim of establishing a desired relationship between the 
second frequency and a first frequency of a first radio telecommunication network, as recited 
in claim 1 . This is because Bauchot focuses on using a shared radio channel for both the 
asynchronous transfer mode network and the synchronous transfer mode network. See 
Bauchot e.g. column 3, lines 58-60; column 4, lines 14-16; column 5, lines 15-17. Therefore, 
because there is no suggestion or motivation to combine the teachings of Soliman and 
Bauchot, the Office has relied on impermissible hindsight reasoning and claim 1 is not 
obvious in view of the cited references. 

When making an obviousness determination the invention cannot be evaluated part by 
part. Ruiz v. A.B. Chance Co., 69 USPQ2d 1686, 1690 (Fed. Cir. 2004). Otherwise an 
obviousness assessment breaks an invention into its component parts (A+B+C), and finds a 
prior art reference containing A, another containing B, and another containing C, and on that 
basis alone declare the invention obvious. Id. Using the invention as a roadmap in order to 
find its components in the prior art is impermissible hindsight reasoning. Id. ; see also In re 
Gorman, 18 USPQ2d 1885, 1888 (Fed. Cir. 1991) (it is impermissible simply to engage in 
hindsight reconstruction of the claimed invention using the applicant's structure as a template 
and selecting elements from references to fill the gaps). When an invention is contended to 
be obvious based on a combination of elements across different references, there must be a 
suggestion, motivation or teaching to those skilled in the art for such a combination. Barbell 
Co. v. USA Sports Inc., 73 USPQ2d 1225, 1227 (Fed. Cir. 2004). 

Applicant respectfully submits that the Office has engaged in impermissible hindsight 
reasoning by using the applicant's own disclosure has a blueprint to piece together elements 
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from the prior art to arrive at the limitations recited in claim 1 . Id. The Office Acknowledges 
that Soliman is only concerned with synchronizing timing and frequency in a single 
communication network, and therefore provides no motivation, suggestion or teaching to 
combine the cited references.. See Soliman column 1, lines 11-13. As discussed above, there 
is no motivation to combine the references from Bauchot, because Bauchot actually teaches 
away from using frequency information from one network to adjust a second network. The 
Office has merely taken the two networks from Bauchot, and modified Soliman by stating 
that it would be obvious to implement the teachings of Soliman across two 
telecommunications networks in order to arrive at the invention recited in claim 1 . However, 
applicant respectfully submits that it would not be obvious for one of skill in the art to 
produce the claimed invention without the benefit of applicant's own disclosure, and the use 
of impermissible hindsight reasoning. Therefore, the Office has not demonstrated any 
motivation to combine the references, and has not properly show a prima facie case of 
obviousness, and therefore applicant respectfully requests that the Board reverse the rejection 
of claim 1. In re Rouffet, 47 USPQ2d 1453, 1458 (Fed. Cir. 1998). 

Claims 2-5.7-8,10, 14-16 

Dependent claims 2-5, 7-8, 10 and 14-16 depend directly or indirectly from 
independent claim 1, contain all limitations recited therein, and are patentable over the cited 
references at least in view of their dependencies. See In re Fine, 5 USPQ2d 1596, 1600 (Fed. 
Cir. 1988) (if an independent claim is nonobvious under 35 U.S.C. 103, then any claim 
depending therefrom is nonobvious). Therefore, applicant respectfully requests that the 
Board reverse the rejections to claims 2-5, 7-8, 10 and 14-16. 

Claim 17 

Independent claim 17 contains limitations similar to those recited in independent 
claim 1, and on page 5 of the final Office Action of November 17, 2005 is rejected for the 
same reasons as claim 1. In particular, claim 17 recites adjusting a second frequency of a 
second base station in a different telecommunication network from a first base station in a 
frequency setting unit with the aim of establishing a desired relationship between the second 
frequency and a first frequency of the first base station. Therefore, for at least the reasons 
discussed above in relation claim 1, independent claim 17 is not disclosed or suggested by the 
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cited references, and applicant respectfully requests that the Board reverse the rejection to 
claim 17. 

Claims 22-25 and 27-28 

Independent claims 22-24 and 27 contain limitations similar to those recited in 
independent claim 1, and on page 5 of the final Office Action of November 17, 2005 are 
rejected for the same reasons as claim 1. Therefore, for at least the reasons discussed above in 
relation claim 1, independent claim 22-24 and 27 are not disclosed or suggested by the cited 
references, and applicant respectfully requests that the Board reverse the rejections to claim 
22-24 and 27. 

Claim 25 depends from claim 24, contains all of the limitations recited therein, and is 
patentable over the cited references at least in view of its dependencies. See In re Fine, 5 
USPQ2d at 1600. Therefore, applicant respectfully requests that the Board reverse the 
rejection to claim 25. 

Claim 28 depends from independent claim 27, contains all of the limitations recited 
therein, and is patentable over the cited references at least in view of its depedency. See In re 
Fine, 5 USPQ2d at 1600. Therefore applicant respectfully requests that the Board reverse the 
rejection to claims 28. 

Claim 30 

Independent claim 30 contains limitations similar to those recited in independent 
claim 1, and on page 5 of the final Office Action of November 17, 2005 is rejected for the 
same reasons as claim 1. In particular, claim 30 recites a frequency setting unit for adjusting 
a second frequency of a second base station in a second telecommunication network with the 
aim of establishing a desired relationship between the second frequency and a first frequency 
of a first base station in a first telecommunications network. Therefore, for at least the 
reasons discussed above in relation claim 1, independent claim 30 is not disclosed or 
suggested by the cited references, and applicant respectfully requests that the Board reverse 
the rejection to claim 30. 

Rejection of claims 6 and 9 under §103 over Soliman in view of Bauchot and Gass 
Claims 6 and 9 

At section 9, on page 5 of the final Office Action of November 17, 2005 claims 6 and 
9 are rejected over Soliman in view of Bauchot and Gass. Claims 6 and 9 depend directly or 
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indirectly from independent claim 1, contain all of the limitations recited therein, and are 
patentable over the cited references at least in view of their dependencies. See In re Fine, 5 
USPQ2d at 1600. Therefore applicant respectfully requests that the Board reverse the 
rejections to claims 6 and 9. 

Rejection of claim 13 under §103 over Soliman in view of Bauchot and Toda 
Claim 13 

At section 10, on page 6 of the final Office Action of November 17, 2005 claim 13 is 
rejected over Soliman in view of Bauchot and Toda. Claim 13 depends from independent 
claim 1, contains all of the limitations recited therein, and is patentable over the cited 
references at least in view of its dependency. See In re Fine, 5 USPQ2d at 1600. Therefore 
applicant respectfully requests that the Board reverse the rejections to claim 13. 

Rejection of claims 18 and 26 under §103 over Soliman in view of Bauchot and Matsuno 
Claims 18 and 26 

At section 1 1, on page 6 of the final Office Action of November 17, 2005 claims 18 
and 26 are rejected over Soliman in view of Bauchot and Matsuno. Claims 6 and 9 depend 
directly or indirectly from independent claims, contain all of the limitations recited therein, 
and are patentable over the cited references at least in view of their dependencies. See In re 
Fine, 5 USPQ2d at 1600. Therefore applicant respectfully requests that the Board reverse the 
rejections to claims 18 and 26. 

Rejection of claims 19-20 under §103 over Soliman in view of Bauchot and Lu 
Claim 20 

At section 12, on page 7 of the final Office Action of November 17, 2005 claims 19- 
20 are rejected over Soliman in view of Bauchot and Lu. Independent claim 20 contains 
limitations similar to those recited in independent claim 1, with the addition of an expansion 
card. The Office acknowledges that Soliman fails to disclose or suggest an expansion card, 
and relies on Lu for this teaching. However, for at least the reasons discussed above in 
relation to claim 1, Soliman, Bauchot and Lu fail to disclose or suggest all of the limitations 
recited in claim 20, because there is no motivation to combine the references and arrive at the 
claimed invention without the use of impermissible hindsight. Therefore, applicant 
respectfully requests that the Board reverse the rejection to claim 20. 
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Claim 19 depends from independent claim 1, contains all of the limitations recited 
therein, and is patentable over the cited references at least in view of its dependency. See In 
re Fine, 5 USPQ2d at 1600. Therefore applicant respectfully requests that the Board reverse 
the rejections to claim 19. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Soliman in view of 
Bauchot and Lu in further view of Matsuno. 
Claim 21 

At section 13, on page 8 of the final Office Action of November 17, 2005 claim 21 is 
rejected over Soliman in view of Bauchot, Lu and Matsuno. Claim 21 depends from 
independent claim 20, contains all of the limitations recited therein, and is patentable over the 
cited references at least in view of its dependency. See In re Fine, 5 USPQ2d at 1600. 
Therefore applicant respectfully requests that the Board reverse the rejections to claim 21. 

Conclusion 

For at least the reasons discussed above, applicant respectfully submits that the Office 
has failed to show a prima facie case of obviousness, because there is no motivation to 
combine the cited references. Therefore, applicant respectfully requests that the Board 
reverse the rejections to claims 1-10 13-28 and 30. 

Respectfully submitted, 

June 13,2006 

Date Keith R. Obert 

Registration No. 58,051 

WARE, FRESSOLA, VAN DER 
SLUYS & ADOLPHSON LLP 
755 Main Street, P.O. Box 224 
Monroe, CT 06468-0224 
Tel: (203) 261-1234 
Cust.No.: 004955 
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CLAIMS APPENDIX 

The claims are as follows: 

1 . (Previously Presented) A frequency setting unit for a radio telecommunications 
network wherein base stations transmit at an accurately set frequency derived from a 
reference signal, the frequency setting unit comprising: 

a radio receiver for receiving signals at a first frequency from a first base station 
located in a first radio telecommunication network; 

an analysis apparatus for analysing the received signals to determine the first 
frequency; and 

a frequency setting apparatus responsive to the analysis apparatus and coupled to a 
second base station transmitting at a second frequency, located in a second radio 
telecommunication network, for adjusting the second frequency with the aim of 
establishing a desired relationship between the second frequency and the first 
frequency. 

2. (Previously Presented) A frequency setting unit as claimed in claim 1, wherein said 
reference signal is provided to the first base station by a reference clock where a pulse train is 
sent to a first controller controlling the first base station. 

3. (Previously Presented) A frequency setting unit as claimed in claim 2, wherein said 
sent pulse train is used by the first controller to derive a set of pulse trains that are sent to said 
first base station. 
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4. (Previously Presented) A frequency setting unit as claimed in claim 1, wherein the 
second base station comprises a clock and the frequency setting unit is capable of 
transmitting a clock setting signal to the second base station for setting the clock. 

5. (Original) A frequency setting unit as claimed in claim 4, wherein the clock setting 
signal comprises a stream of clock pulses. 

6. (Previously Presented) A frequency setting unit according to claim 4 , wherein said 
clock setting signal to the second base station for setting said clock is derived from an 
internal clock within said second base station. 

7. (Previously Presented) A frequency setting unit according to claim 4, wherein said 
clock setting signal to the second base station for setting said clock is derived straight from 
the detected frequency of said analysis apparatus. 

8. (Previously presented) A frequency setting unit according to claim 1, wherein said 
desired relationship is such that the second frequency matches the first frequency in an 
absolute manner. 

9. (Previously Presented) A frequency setting unit according to claim 1, wherein said 
desired relationship is such that the second frequency is a multiple of the first frequency by 
shifting the frequency of said internal clock within a second controller controlling said base 
station. 
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10. (Previously presented) A frequency setting unit according to claim 1 , wherein the 
said signals from the first base station (23) are broadcast signals. 

11. (Cancelled) 

12. (Cancelled) 

13. (Previously Presented) A frequency setting unit as claimed in claim 1 , wherein the 
frequency setting unit is comprised in said second controller controlling said second base 
station. 

14. (Previously Presented) A frequency setting unit as claimed in claim 1 , wherein the 
second base station is connected to the second telecommunications network by means of an 
asynchronous connection. 

15. (Previously Presented) A frequency setting unit as claimed in claim 14, wherein the 
asynchronous connection is an internet protocol connection. 

16. (Previously Presented) A frequency setting unit as claimed in claim 1, wherein at 
least one of said first and second telecommunications networks is operable according to a 
global system for mobile communications standard. 

17. (Previously Presented) A method for frequency setting in a wireless 
telecommunications network such that base stations transmit at an accurately set frequency 
derived from a reference signal, wherein a first base station transmitting signals at a first 
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frequency, and a second base station transmitting signals at a second frequency, and the first 
and second base stations are of different radio telecommunications networks; the method 
comprising the steps of: 

receiving signals in a radio receiver from the first base station; 

analysing the received signals in an analysis apparatus to determine the first 

frequency; and 

adjusting the second frequency in a frequency setting unit responsive to the analysis 
and coupled to the second base station with the aim of establishing a desired 
relationship between the second frequency and the first frequency. 

1 8. (Previously Presented) A frequency setting unit as claimed in claim 1 , wherein the 
frequency setting unit is a Base Station Controller. 

19. (Previously Presented) A frequency setting control unit as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein the frequency control unit is provided on an expansion card. 

20. (Previously Presented) An expansion card for a radio telecommunications network 
wherein base stations transmit at an accurately set frequency derived from a reference signal, 
the expansion card comprising: 

a receiver for receiving signals from a first base station located in a first radio 
telecommunications network; 

an analysis apparatus for analysing the received signals to determine a first frequency; 
and 

a frequency setting unit responsive to the analysis apparatus and coupled to a second 
base station, located in a second radio telecommunications network, for adjusting a 
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second frequency with the aim of establishing a desired relationship between the 
second frequency and the first frequency. 

21 . (Previously Presented) An expansion card as claimed in claim 20, wherein the 
expansion card is adapted to be inserted to a network element responsible of controlling base 
station operations. 

22. (Previously Presented) A frequency setting unit for a radio telecommunications 
network wherein base stations transmit at an accurately set frequency derived from a 
reference signal, the frequency setting unit comprising: 

means for receiving signals having a first frequency from a first base station located in 
a first radio telecommunications network; 

means for analysing the received signals to determine the first frequency; and 
means for adjusting a second frequency with the aim of establishing a desired 
relationship between the second frequency and the first frequency, the means for 
adjusting being responsive to the means for analysis and coupled to a second base 
station transmitting signals with the second frequency, located in a second radio 
telecommunications network. 

23. (Previously Presented) A base station for a radio telecommunications network, the 
base station comprising: 

a radio receiver for receiving signals having a first frequency from a reference base 

station located in a different radio telecommunication network; 

an analysis apparatus for analysing the received signals to determine the first 

frequency; 
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a frequency setting unit responsive to the analysis apparatus for adjusting a second 
frequency with the aim of establishing a desired relationship between the second 
frequency and the first frequency and for sending a clock-setting signal for a clock; 
and 

the clock for providing a clock signal for the base station, the clock being set 
according to the clock-setting signal from the frequency setting unit. 

24. (Previously Presented) A network element for controlling base stations in a radio 
telecommunications network wherein base stations transmit at an accurately set frequency 
derived from a reference signal, the network element comprising: 

a radio receiver for receiving signals having a first frequency from a first reference 
base station located in a first radio telecommunications network; 
an analysis apparatus for analysing the received signals to determine the first 
frequency; and 

a frequency setting unit responsive to the analysis apparatus and coupled to a second 
base station transmitting at a second frequency, located in a second radio 
telecommunications network, for adjusting the second frequency with the aim of 
establishing a desired relationship between the second frequency and the first 
frequency. 

25. (Previously Presented) A network element according to claim 24 wherein the 
network element is part of the second telecommunications network. 

26. (Previously Presented) A network element according to claim 24 wherein the 
network element is a Base Station Controller. 



- 16- 



Attorney Docket No. 915-003.006 
Serial No.10/070,411 



27. (Previously Presented) A synchronization unit for a radio telecommunications 
network wherein base stations transmit at an accurately set frequency derived from a 
reference signal, the synchronization unit comprising: 

a radio receiver for receiving signals having a first frequency from a first reference 
base station located in a first radio telecommunication network, 
an analysis apparatus for analysing the received signals to determine the first 
frequency; and 

a connection for coupling the synchronization unit to a frequency setting unit responsive 
of adjusting the frequency of a second base station, located in a second radio 
telecommunications network. 

28. (Previously Presented) A synchronization unit according to claim 27, where the 
synchronization unit is a mobile handset. 

29. (Canceled) 

30. (Previously Presented) A system of at least first and second radio 
telecommunications networks wherein each base station transmits signals at an accurately set 
frequency derived from a reference signal, the system comprising: 

a radio receiver for receiving signals having a first frequency from a first reference 
base station located in a first radio telecommunications network; 
an analysis apparatus for analysing the received signals to determine the first 
frequency; and 
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a frequency setting unit responsive to the analysis apparatus and coupled to a second 
base station transmitting at a second frequency, located in a second radio telecommunications 
network, for adjusting the second frequency with the aim of establishing a desired 
relationship between the second frequency and the first frequency. 
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EVIDENCE APPENDIX 



None. 
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